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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is response to Applicants' AMENDMENT filed on 1 2/06/2006 
and Request for Continued Examination (RCE) on 04/13/2007. 

Request for Continued Examination (RCE) 

2. The request filed on 04/13/2007 for a Request for Continued Examination (RCE) 
under 37 CFR 1.114 based on parent Application No. 09/923,440 is acceptable and a 
RCE has been established. An action on the RCE follows. 

3. Claims 1-18 are pending in this Application. 



Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-4, 7-13 arid 16-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Pub. No.: US 2005/0149572 A1 of Kanai et al. (hereinafter Kanai) 
(continuation of Application No.: 09/532,535, filed on MAR. 22, 2000) in view of Pub. 
No.: US 20020020046224 A1 of Bendik. (continuation of Application No.: 09/378,785, 



filed on AUG. 23, 1999). 
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6. With respect to claim 1 , Kanai teaches an object management method for 
performing access control for a stored object (a method and apparatus for retrieving 
document stored in the storage device via access control information and access right 
on the documents or objects to the user(s): fig. 4, sections 0047 and 0010, and 0014- 
0017), the method comprising the steps of: 

defining a retrieval condition for retrieving an object, the retrieval condition being 
defined based on at least one attribute of the object (when a user to search the stored 
document, user may send a request with retrieval condition defined in the XML format 
based on the attribute of the object such as creation date, author (document can be 
retrieved base on the attribute value(s) or properties of the document: sections 0014- 
0019); 

setting an access right in association with the retrieval condition (access control 
to the stored document based on the users' access right (permission rights to access 
stored document) for a particular document's attribute (section 0014 0017 0019-0020); 
and 

in response to an access request from a user for the object matching the retrieval 
condition and identifier, performing access control, in response to a request, for the 
object matching retrieval condition and identifier on the basis of the access right 
(performing the access request base on the right of access of user to the objects 
matching the conditions being set on the request in XML format and the key of the 
document: see fig. 4, and sections 0047-0050). 



Application/Control Number: 09/923,440 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2162 

Kanai teaches setting access right or permission rights to access the document 
based on the attribute of document such as the attributes of the document including its 
title, author, and the date saved; defining identifier for identifying the document and 
performing access control for the document based on the level of access to the stored 
document (fig. 4). Kanai does not clearly teach setting an identifier for identifying the 
object, the identifier associated with the object in a one-to-one relationship. 

However, Bendik teaches generating unique document identifier for the 
document (abstract, sections 0072-0073). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Kanai with the teachings 
of Bendik. One having ordinary skill in the art would have found it motivated to utilize the 
use of unique document identifier for the object as disclosed (Bendik's abstract and 
section 0072), into the system of Kanai for the purpose of enabling user(s) who can gain 
access to the document in repository from a computer having access to the network, 
thereby, helping to quick access to the stored document (Bendik's section 0001 and 
0004). 

With respect to claim 2, Kanai teaches performing a check, when request for 
access to an object occurs, to see whether the object meets the retrieval condition and 
controlling access to the access-requested object on the basis of the access right that 
has been set in association with the retrieval condition (abstract, section 0014, 0017- 
0020). 

With respect to claim 3, Kanai teaches a method as discussed in claim 1 . 
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Kanai teaches setting access right or permission rights to access the document 
based on the attribute of document such as the attributes of the document including its 
title, author, and the date saved; defining identifier for identifying the document and 
performing access control for the document based on the level of access to the stored 
document (fig. .4). Kanai does not clearly teach the identifier of the object has been set. 

However, Bendik teaches generating unique document identifier for the 
document (abstract, sections 0072-0073). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Kanai with the teachings 
of Bendik. One having ordinary skill in the art would have found it motivated to utilize the 
use of unique document identifier for the object as disclosed (Bendik's abstract and 
section 0072), into the system of Kanai for the purpose of enabling user(s) who can gain 
access to the document in repository from a computer having access to the network, 
thereby, helping to quick access to the stored document (Bendik's section 0001 and 
0004). 

performing a check, when request for access to an object occurs, to see whether 
the object meets the retrieval condition and controlling access to the access-requested 
object on the basis of the access right that has been set in association with the retrieval 
condition (abstract, section 0014, 0017-0020). 

With respect to claim 4, Kanai teaches the identifier is changed according to 
need when addition, modification, or deletion of the object identified by the identifier is 
made (sections 0083 and 0085). 
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With respect to claim 7, Kanai teaches wherein the object is stored with attribute 
data, and the retrieval condition aims to retrieve the object on the basis of the attribute 
data (sections 0019-0020). 

With respect to claim 8, Kanai teaches wherein the object is stored with attribute 
data and a method for referring to an entity of the object, and the retrieval condition 
aims to retrieve the object on the basis of the attribute data and the entity of the object 
referred to by the method (sections 0014 and 0017; also see abstract; also 0047). 

With respect to claim 9, Kanai teaches wherein the access right is a specification 
about a user and an access type allowed to access the object (sections 0050, 0052 and 
0088). 

Claim 10 is essentially the same as claim 1 except that it is directed to a system 
rather than a method, and is rejected for the same reason as applied to the claim 1 
hereinabove. 

Claim 1 1 is essentially the same as claim 2 except that it is directed to a system 
rather than a method, and is rejected for the same reason as applied to the claim 2 
hereinabove. 

Claim 12 is essentially the same as claim 3 except that it is directed to a system 
rather than a method, and is rejected for the same reason as applied to the claim 3 
hereinabove. 

Claim 13 is essentially the same as claim 4 except that it is directed to a system 
rather than a method, and is rejected for the same reason as applied to the claim 4 
hereinabove. 
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Claim 16 is essentially the same as claim 7 except that it is directed to a system 
rather than a method, and is rejected for the same reason as applied to the claim 7 
hereinabove. 

Claim 17 is essentially the same as claim 8 except that it is directed to a system 
rather than a method, and is rejected for the same reason as applied to the claim 8 
hereinabove. 

Claim 18 is essentially the same as claim 9 except that it is directed to a system 
rather than a method, and is rejected for the same reason as applied to the claim 9 
hereinabove. 



7. Claims 5-6 and 14-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Pub. No.: US 2005/0149572 A1 of Kanai et al. (hereinafter Kanai) (continuation of 
Application No.: 09/532,535, filed on MAR. 22, 2000) in view of Pub. No.: US 
20020020046224 A1 of Bendik (continuation of Application No.: 09/378,785, filed on 
AUG. 23, 1999) and further in view of US Patent No.: 6,850,893 B2 issued to Lipkin et 
al. (hereinafter Lipkin) (provisional application No.: 60/176,153, filed on JAN. 14, 2000). 

With respect to claims 5-6, Kanai in view of Bendik discloses a system as 
discussed in claim 1. 

Kanai and Bendik disclose substantially the invention as claimed. 

Kanai and Bendik do not teach on the basis of OR and AND condition. 
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However, Lipkin teaches However, Lipkin teaches Boolean Operators OR and 
AND (col. 120, lines 45-65, col. 124, lines 12-20, lines 55-65 and col. 126, lines 1-15). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Kanai in view of Bendik 
with the teachings of Lipkin. One having ordinary skill in the art would have found it 
motivated to utilize the use of Boolean operations in the retrieval condition for an object 
as disclosed (Lipkin's abstract col. 120, lines 45-65 and col. 124, lines 12-20), into the 
system of Kanai for the purpose of managing security on the document(s) of the data 
process system, thereby, allowing a system administrator to define the retrieval 
condition for a document to the retrieved on the system (Lipkin's col. 1 , lines 35-41 and 
col. 2, lines 5-15). 

Claim 14 is essentially the same as claim 5 except that it is directed to a system 
rather than a method, and is rejected for the same reason as applied to the claim 5 
hereinabove. 

Claim 15 is essentially the same as claim 6 except that it is directed to a system 
rather than a method, and is rejected for the same reason as applied to the claim 6 
hereinabove. 
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Contact Information 



8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Anh Ly whose telephone number is (571) 272-4039 or 
via E-Mail: ANH.LY@USPTO.GOV (Written Authorization being given by 

Applicant (MPEP 502.03 [R-2])) or fax to (571) 273-4039 (Examiner's 

personal Fax No.) The examiner can normally be reached on TUESDAY - 

THURSDAY from 8:30 AM - 3:30 PM. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone 
are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, John Breene, can be reached on (571) 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). Any response to this action should be mailed 
to: Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, Washington, D.C. 20231 , or faxed to: 
Central Fax Center: (571) 273-8300 



272-4107. 





